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at the institution now denominated " The
London University."
Now, Sir, this does appear to me to be
neither more nor less than a continuance
of the old system, and to imply that the ex-
amination for degrees, at the new 11 uni-
versity of London," will be as useless as that
process has hitherto been in other quarters.
If it be not a perpetration of the old scheme
under a new name, why is it necessary that
a regular course of study should be " gone
through" at any institution whatever? The
circumstance that a candidate has passed a
certain number of years in professedly edu- 
eating himself anywhere, is no proof of the
ability or attainments of the professedly
educated individual; and it is a fact which
cannot be disputed, that many persons have
attained degrees, in our two great univer-
sities, without presenting any solid claim to
the possession of those marks of distinction.
So that it would seem already, that neither
certificates of having studied, nor the fact of
having passed an examination under the in-
fluence of the old system, is any guarantee
of qualification to hold a diploma.
But suppose we admit that the examina-
tion will prove so good, that none but com-
petent men can pass the proposed examina-
tion. What then is the use of certificates
of" courses of study?" Why should only
those who can afford to obtain their know-
ledge at a university, be qualified to become
candidates? The adoption of such a system
necessarily excludes all but the compara-
tively rich. The want of means must pre-
vent many able young men from pursuing
their studies in an English university, but
who, in the retirement of a private study,
would attain a degree of knowledge which
is far beyond that possessed by the majority 
of those who go through " courses of study,"
and obtain degrees. It does not matter how
knowledge is obtained,-whether in the soli-
tude of Welsh mountains, within the walls
of a university, or amidst the din of a me-
tropolis,-whether in Wales, France, or
England. If the knowledge be but ob-
tained, its possessor is equally worthy.
But, perhaps a fear is entertained by cer-
tain parties, that such an arrangement would
increase the labour of an examination, be-
cause much which ought to be proved at an
examination, is now taken for granted, or
would be so, under the " course-of-study"
system. But, even were more labour re-
quired, such labour would not be lost, for
the worthiness of the possessor of degrees
would thus be ensured. We might then
look upon a degree as a thing of value,-as
the evidence of a fair and adequate test of
attainments,-satisfied that whoever pos-
sessed one, would first have proved before
men of talent and renown that he had de-
served it.
You, Sir, have distinguished yourself in
the ranks of rational reform, and have
throughout exerted yourself to obtain a
pure mode of government in our metropoli-
tan collegiate institutions. I have, there-
fore, no doubt that you will insert these’re-
marks in THE LANCET, and give the liberal
side of the question aU the support in your
power. I am, Sir, yours truly,
A STUDENT.
London, Nov. 28, 1835.
MEDICAL REFORM IN IRELAND.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;In the last Number of your truly
independent journal you have been pleased
to notice and comment on a lecture lately
delivered by me in the Peter-street School
of Anatomy, Medicine, and Surgery, in which
I introduced the important subject of medi-
cal reform. Judging from certain passages
in the commentary I am induced to think
that your reporter must have either mista-
ken my meaning, or otherwise (unintention-
ally no doubt) fallen into error in reference
to some points connected with the discus-
sion of this very interesting topic. In order
to prevent misconception or misunderstand-
ing in the minds of the readers of THE
LANCET, may I beg you will give insertion
to the following explanatory observations in
your next Number? In the commentary the
following passage is to be found :-
" So fer, tlerefore, as the act of divesting the
theme of its imaginary liorrots, and of calling general
attention, by personal appeal, to its examination, is
a meritorious one, we cordially concur in the favour-
able estimate winch we hear was formed by his audi-
tors of the manner in which Mr.Ellis discharged the
duty he had undertaken..Bot if our report of the
lecture be correct, we cannot state that we think his
enumeration of medical abuses was so comprehensive
ns it should have been in a discourse professedly de-
’ voted to their discussion. Some of these omissions
are, indeed, so remarkable that we mean to notice
them. In our experience every sound reformer has
always looked upon the system uf compulsory ap-
prenticeslrips as one of the bnnefu! usages of the snr-
. !:icotl profession in Ireland. They have also ever
thought the scale of fees to witness hospital practice
most oppressively and iniqnitously unjust. Yet,
upon these two important items in the catalogue of
medical abuse, no opinion was given in the oration
of Mr. Ellie. In tlrece omissions, which we presume
were accidental, he was neither just to himself, nor
to the question which he designed to advocate, and
l he ought to have foreseen that the absence of con-
demnation of such glaring and no orioue features in
, the picture of medical economy in these countries,
midht, with seeming justice, expose him to the un-
Aoith3- suspicion that he was pt-rforiiiing the play of
Hamlet’ ‘ with the part of Hamlet left out by special
desire."’
t I consider the first sentence of this pas-
sage complimentary to a degree quite be-
f yond my humble deserts ; for, in my opinion
little praise is due to a person for the mere
discharge of what he conceives to be a duty
which he owes to the public, the profession,
and the situation which he may chance to
i occupy in society. If I were so fortunate
as to obtain the approbation of my hearera
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on the occasion alluded to, my success is
much more attributable to the "good cause "
in which I was embarked, than to the ability
of its talentless, though zealous, advocate.
In the second sentence you candidly assert
that "if your report of the lecture be cor-
rect," that you do not think that my "enu-
meration ot medical abuses was so extensive
as it should have been, in a discourse pro-
fes3edlv devoted to their discussion." Here,
in the first instance, you have been led into
a mistake; for, although the advertisement
to which you make allusion in the first part
of your commentary did announce that the
" important subject of medical reform" 
would be introduced, it did not state that the
lecture would be exclusively "devoted" to
the discussion of medical abuses; and, in-
deed, even if it were, your reporter ought to
know that " the catalogue " is much too long
to be elaborately discussed within the short
period usually allotted to a lecture. The
fact is simply this ; the lecture in question
occupied art hour and three-quarters in its
delivery; the first half-hour was spent in
general observations on the subject of medi -
cal education, and the remainder of the time
was devoted to the exposure of some of the
most glaring of the countless and multifa-
rious abuses with which the medical corpo-
rations, and the hospital and dispensary esta-
blishments of these countries, abound. You
will, therefore, I trust, give me credit for
veracity when I assure you, that if I have
failed to satisfy your reporter in the length
of the discussion and in the character of the
numerous topics it involved, the omissions
complained of, if real, could be more fairly
attributed to want of time than any disposi-
tion on my part of suppressing truth " by
special desire," as delicately insinuated by
the commentator on " the report." He
states that some of these omissions are in-
deed so remarkable that he means to notice
them, and then goes on to say, that in his
" experience every sound reformer has
always looked upon the system of compul-
sory* apprenticeship as one of the most
baneful usages of the surgical profession in
Ireland." Now, Sir, I am quite at a loss to
understand what the writer of this passage
means ; there is no such thing, nor has there
been since 1828, as "a system of compulsory
apprenticeships in the surgical profession in
Ireland." Am I, therefore, to be censured
because I did not betake myself to the tomb
of a defunct monopoly, and exhume there-
from, as a topic for discussion, the ashes of
an abuse which has had no material exist-
ence for the last seven years, when I found
myriads of living and substantial ones ob-
truding themselves on my attention, and
loudly demanding exposure? Would time
’ This w:M. an error of the press. The word acci-
dentally obtained its place in the page, after the mark
of erasure was affixed against it ill the proof.&mdash;ED. L.
permit, or common sense tolerate, such a line
of procedure ?
On the subject of hospital fees I believe
I did not make any direct or specific obser-
vations ; however, by a reference to the re-
port, " if it be correct," it may be inferred
that 1 am favourable to their total abolition,
provided the medical officers be otlterw-ise
remunerated for their attendance, and the
time and trouble bestowed in giving clinical
instruction to the pupils. When speaking
of the French system of medical education
I expressed an opinion favourable to it, and
explained at the same time that there were
no fees demanded from students for the pri-
vilege of witnessing hospital practice in
Paris. I may here perhaps be permitted to
add as an item in my defence against the
insinuated charge of wilful omissions, that
the pupil-money received at theJ ervis-street
hospital, to which I belong, is applied to the
support of the institution, whilst the sur.
geons are left unrequited, not only for their
professional attendance on the patients, but
likewise for the time and trouble consumed
in imparting clinical instruction to the
pupils.
The last charge advanced is contained in
the following passage. " In speaking for
example, of hospital appointments derived
by purchase’ and descent,’ our report of
his lecture describes him to have said that
the persons who are concerned in this infa-
mous traffic and practice are warranted in
their proceedings. Making every allowance
for the intention of condemning the crime
and saving the transgressor, which we con-
sider to have been the object of Mr. Ellis in
this nice discrimination, it is unquestionably
true that no man has a right to enter into
a compact which will be of detriment to the
public welfare." Here again the reporter
must have mistaken my meaning, if he sup-
posed that I meant either to justify or de-
fend in an 2t)zqualified manner, either the
actors or the means by which the appoint-
ments alluded to are generally effected.
However, when I express myself thus, I by
no means admit the correctness of the as-
sumed premises that all such appointments
must necessarily " be productive of detri-
ment to the public welfare." For instance,
suppose a case in which an hospital surgeon,
or physician, has, either from excess of oc-
cupation, indisposition, indifference, or any
other cause, performed no part of the duties
of his station, with the single exception of
receiving annually his dividend of the pupil
fund; yet he will not resign, and, unfortu-
nately, he has enough of friends on the ma-
naging committee to save him from expul-
sion. Now, would it not be more conducive
to the interests and the objects of the insti.
tution, and " the public welfare," that such
a person could be induced, when he cannot
be compelled, under the present system, to re-
sign, and in this way make room for a com-
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petent successor who would feel both a plea- 
sure and a pride in faithfully discharging
the important offices which his sense of duty
would impel him to fulfil ? This is by no
means an extravagantly conceived, or ima-
ginary exemplification, either of contempt
of obligations seriously imposed, or of human
depravity, as exemplified in our medical
locusts. I could, in support of my argu-
ment, name, if necessary, an individual who
has practically illustrated by his conduct for
the last twenty years the truth of the posi-
tion I here lay down; and I could likewise
mention three or four instances of salu-
tary exchanges which have taken place in
hospital appointments, although they were
effected chiefly by private arrangement. 
Give me leave to add that, in my opinion,
the man who obstinately perseveres in mono-
polizing an important medical situation, and
will, in the dog-and-the-manger fashion,
neither do the duty, nor resign, but takes
advantage of his spurious interest and viti-
ated influence with a corrupt committee, is
much more culpable than a person who
would vacate even for a pecuniary conside-
ration. As long as the present system is
permitted to continue in operation, and hu-
man nature remains what it is, moralize as we
may, nepotism, patronage, and money, will exert
a preponderating influence in determining
medical appointments, both in Great Britain
and Ireland, and the " infamous traffic and
practice" will go uninterruptedly on, until
restrained by the powerful arm of legisla-
tive enactment. it appears to me that the
adoption of the principle of the concours
in reference to hospital appointments in
these countries would he the most efficacious
method of putting a stop to the "flagrant
abuse complained of; and that it is only
by rendering the commission of ’* the
crime impracticable, that " the weapon "
can be effectively wrested from " the aggres-
sor." This is the opinion I expressed, and
the doctrine which I endeavoured to pro-
mulgate, when delivering my unimportant
sentiments on the important subject ofMEDi-
CAL REFORM.
I have the honour to remain, with great
respect, your obedient humble servant,
ANDREW ELLIS.
47, William-street, Dublin,
Nov. 28th, 1835.
DELIRIUM WITH TREMOUR.
To tlle Editor.&mdash;SIR,&mdash;Your correspon-
dent respecting Delirium Tremens, in your
last number,-and who need not have ap-
peed anonymously in the matter,-is certniuly cor-
rect in stippo-itig that I have iuadvertentty over-
looked the reference I have made to Dr. Elliotson’s
lecture. I find that his feeture Bvas published on the
12th of Jannary 1833, and that my artic te on the
subject was in the printer’s hand. at the time; this
and other references having been afterwards added
in the proof. Upon referring to my article, I ob-
serve, that the names I have suggested among the
synonymes are, "Idiopathic Delirium;&mdash;Delirium
Tremefaciens;" and I have accordingly pltced the
word " author after them. As to the pathological
doctrine and division I have claimed, I remain of the
same opinion as before. Upon looking into my
tiiend Dr. Elliots(,n’., able lecture, I found that part
of it which is devoted to deliium tretnens metluoli-
cally arranged into "Symptoms,"" Causes," Diag-
nosis," and " Treatment;" but I could not find the
distinctions in question under either of the heads
" Symptoms " and " Diagiiosis,",6, here I expected to
nndthetn; and it was not until I had arrived nearly at
the conclusion of the " Treatment;" that I found the
ubjtct adverted to, and there only in an incideut.rl
manner. I may take occasion to state, that the first
case which directed my attention to the distinction
in question occutred in a dispensary patient in 1821 ;
and that, about ten years ago, I attended, within a
few months of each other, three caes of the disease,
with Mr. Houlton, of Lisson Grove, a gentleman well
known n to Dr. Ettiot-on and myself for his extensive
literary and scientific acquiements, as well as for his
expeiience ; and one of those cases presented the in-
flammatory charact: rs, and occurred under the dr-
cumstances which I have detailed at length. I do not
dispute that the distinction was made about the same
time by Dr. Elliolson and myself; but that I have
been indebted to his lecture I unequivocally deny.
Whoever witi first tead Dr. E.’s lectnre, and imme-
diately afterwards my alticles on " Delirium," and
" Deliium with tiemour," n ill find internal evitlence
of my originality. If I may judge from my feelings
and habits, I shonld infer that, in glancing&mdash;for I
can do no more in many instances, even where I
make references&mdash;over this lecture, I perceived no.
thing which palticularly stuck me, otherwise I
woud have taken further notice of it; and that the
topic in question should have escaped me is not snr
prising, when the head under which i-t was noticed
both brielly and incidentally, is taken into account.
I am, Sir, yonr obedient servant,
JAMES COPLAND.
Buistrode-street, Nov. 30, !835.
CORRESPONDENTS.
WE have received another communication
from Mr. RoGERS, in reply to the letter of
Mr. G. Bury, relative to the proceedings at
the late inquest at Farnham. We think we
shall best consult the ends of justice by ex-
cluding from our columns any further re-
marks on the subjects in dispute until we
have obtained on official copy of the depo-
sitions taken at the inquest. It is not ne.
cessary to say one word in justification of
the conduct of Mr. ROGERS. He has man-
fully stepped forward to protect the charac-
ter of an innocent man; and in doing so,
will obtain the approbation of every just in-
telligent member of society.
WE have not space for the letter signed
C., but we give insertion, for the satisfaction
of the writer and the information of his
friends, to the following passage, which is
strictly applicable to the case, from the ex-
cellent work of Jervis on the office and duty
of Coroners. Nothing can be more evident
than the fact that no inquest should have
been held on the occasion in question :-
"The dying suddenly is not to be under-
stood as relating to a fever, an apoplexy, ori other visitation of God, and Coroners ought
! net in such cases, to obtrucle themselves
